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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this counfry, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

Claims 1-3, 5, 6, 8-13, 15, 16, 18-23, 25, 26, and 28-30 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Dockser, United States Patent number 6,006,030, 
published December 21, 1999. 

As per claim 1, Dockser discloses a method for processing an instruction within a 
processor, wherein the processor processes a plurality of types of interruptions, and wherein the 
processor comprises a plurality of register fields for indicating one or more conditions, statuses, 
and/or modes that are active within the processor (Dockser, col. 4, lines 23-32), the method 
comprising: executing an instruction within the processor (Dockser, coL 4, lines 26-27); 
receiving an interruption signal by the processor (Dockser, col. 5, lines 46-47, where the detector 
interrupts the processing when detecting exception events); in response to receiving the 
interruption signal, determining whether a trap mode is to remain active during interruption 
processing (Dockser, col. 5, lines 47-55); in response to a determination that the trap mode is to 
be deactivated during interruption processing, deactivating the trap mode (Dockser, col. 6, lines 
30-32, where the exception processing is an interrupt of the application, col. 6, lines 33-34); and 
invoking an interruption handler to perform in interruption processing for the received 
interruption signal (Dockser, col. 6, lines 17-32). 
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As per claim 2, Dockser discloses indicating whether the trap mode is active or inactive 
using a trap mode field within the processor (Dockser, col. 5, lines 50-55). 

As per claim 3, Dockser discloses wherein a first trap mode field indicates that a single- 
step trap mode is active (Dockser, col. 5, lines 46-55, where single-step mode is always active 
when trapping is active, because the detector receives all instructions in an effort to detect 
exceptions). 

As per claim 5, Dockser discloses indicating whether a trap mode is to remain active 
during interruption processing using a trap mode conditioning field within the processor 
(Dockser, col. 5, lines 50-55). 

As per claim 6, Dockser discloses a first trap mode conditioning field conditions activity 
of a single-step trap mode (Dockser, col. 5, lines 46-55, where single-step mode is always active 
when trapping is active, because the detector receives all instructions in an effort to detect 
exceptions). 

As per claim 8, Dockser discloses performing a trace operation prior to deactivating the 
trap mode (Dockser, col. 5, Unes 46-55, where the detection acts as a trace operation on all 
instructions prior to trapping). 

As per claim 9, Dockser discloses reactivating the trap mode after interruption processing 
(Dockser, col. 6, lines 30-32, where the trap mode is only temporarily deactivated during 
processing). 

As per claim 10, Dockser discloses performing a trace operation after reactivating the 
trap mode (Dockser, col, 5, lines 46-55, where reactivating the detector resumes the monitoring 
of all instructions, acting as a trace). 



Application/Control Number: 10/045,513 
Art Unit: 2114 



Page 4 



As per claim 11, Dockser discloses a processor that performs operations specified by 
instructions fetched from a memory, the processor comprising: means for maintaining a plurality 
of register fields for indicating one or more conditions, statuses, and/or modes that are present 
within the processor (Dockser, col. 4, lines 23-32); means for fetching instructions from 
memory; means for executing an instruction within the processor (Dockser, col. 4, lines 23-44); 
means for receiving a plurality of types of interruptions (Dockser, col. 5, lines 20-30, where the 
list includes a plurality o types of exceptions, which act as interrupts on the application, col. 6, 
lines 33-34); means for determining whether a trap mode is to remain active during interruption 
processing in response to receiving an interruption (Dockser, col. 5, lines 47-55); means for 
deactivating a trap mode in response to a determination that the trap mode is to be deactivated 
during interruption processing (Dockser, col. 6, liens 30-32); and means for invoking an 
interruption handler to perform interruption processing for a received interruption (Dockser, col. 
6, line 17-32). 

As per claim 12, Dockser discloses means for maintaining a trap mode field within the 
processor to indicate whether the trap mode is active or inactive (Dockser, col. 5, lines 50-55). 

As per claim 13, Dockser discloses a first trap mode field indicates that a single-step trap 
mode is active (Dockser, col. 5, lines 46-55, where single-step mode is always active when 
trapping is active, because the detector receives all instructions in an effort to detect exceptions). 

As per claim 15, Dockser discloses means for maintaining a trap mode conditioning field 
within the processor to indicate whether a trap mode is to remain active during interruption 
processing (Dockser, col. 5, lines 50-55). 
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As per claim 16, Dockser discloses a first trap mode conditioning field conditions activity 
of a single-step trap mode (Dockser, col. 5, lines 46-55, where single-step mode is always active 
when trapping is active, because the detector receives all instructions in an effort to detect 
exceptions). 

As per claim 18, Dockser discloses means for performing a trace operation prior to 
deactivating the trap mode (Dockser, col. 5, lines 46-55, where the detection acts as a trace 
operation on all instructions prior to trapping). 

As per claim 19, Dockser discloses means for reactivating the trap mode after 
interruption processing (Dockser, col. 6, lines 30-32, where the trap mode is only temporarily 
deactivated during processing). 

As per claim 20, Dockser discloses means for performing a trace operation after 
reactivating the trap mode (Dockser, col. 5, lines 46-55, where reactivating the detector resumes 
the monitoring of all instructions, acting as a trace). 

As per claim 21, Dockser discloses a computer program product in a computer-readable 
medium for use in a data processing system for processing an instruction within a processor 
(Dockser, col. 4, lines 33-36), wherein the processor processes a plurality of types of 
interruptions, and wherein the processor comprises a plurality of register fields for indicating one 
or more conditions, statuses, and/or modes that are active within the processor (Dockser, col. 4, 
lines 23-32), the computer program product comprising: means for executing an instruction 
within the processor (Dockser, col. 4, lines 26-27); means for receiving an interruption signal by 
the processor (Dockser, col. 5, lines 46-47, where the detector interrupts the process when 
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detecting exception events); means for determining whether a trap mode is to remain active 
during interruption processing in response to receiving the interruption signal (Dockser, col. 5, 
lines 47-55); means for deactivating the trap mode in response to a determination that the trap 
mode is to be deactivated during interruption processing (Dockser, col. 6, lines 30-32, where the 
exception processing is an interrupt of the application, col. 6, lines 33-34); and means for 
invoking an interruption handler to perform interruption processing for the received interruption 
signal (Dockser, col. 6, lines 17-32). 

As per claim 22, Dockser discloses means for indicating whether the trap mode is active 
or inactive using a trap mode field within the processor (Dockser, col. 5, lines 50-55). 

As per claim 23, Dockser discloses a first trap mode field indicates that a single-step trap 
mode is active (Dockser, col. 5, lines 46-55, where single-step mode is always active when 
trapping is active, because the detector receives all instructions in an effort to detect exceptions). 

As per claim 25, Dockser discloses means for indicating whether a trap mode is to remain 
active during interruption processing using a trap mode conditioning field within the processor 
(Dockser, col. 5, lines 50-55). 

As per claim 26, Dockser discloses a first trap mode conditioning field conditions activity 
of a single-step trap mode (Dockser, col. 5, lines 46-55, where single-step mode is always active 
when trapping is active, because the detector receives all instructions in an effort to detect 
exceptions). 

As per claim 28, Dockser discloses means for performing a trace operation prior to 
deactivating the trap mode (Dockser, col. 5, lines 46-55, where the detection acts as a trace 
operation on all instructions prior to trapping). 
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As per claim 29, Dockser discloses means for reactivating the trap mode after 
interruption processing (Dockser, col. 6, lines 30-32, where the trap mode is only temporarily 
deactivated during processing). 

As per claim 30, Dockser discloses means for performing a trace operation after 
reactivating the trap mode (Dockser, col. 5, lines 46-55, where reactivating the detector resumes 
the monitoring of all instructions, acting as a trace). 
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Allowable Subject Matter 



Claims 4, 7, 14, 17, 24, and 27 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base 
claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of 
the base claim and any intervening claims. 



The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure is provided on included form PTO-892. 

Any inquiry conceming this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Joshua A Lohn whose telephone number is (571) 272-3661 . The 
examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8-4. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are imsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Robert Beausoliel can be reached on (571) 272-3645. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EEC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Conclusion 




JAL 



SCOTT BADERM AN 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 



